


REVOLU 
NOT PE 


The convulsions of world 
Stalinism deepen. The lat- 
est and most stunning dis- 
play of resistance and po- 
litical defiance is China 
where on Friday 21 April, 
after a week of protest and 
marches across its main 
cities, 200,000 students 
and workers converged 
on Bejing’s Tiananmen 
Square to honour the 
memory of Hu Yaobang. 


Yaobang has become the 
symbol of the Chinese 
masses’ growing determina- 
tion to rid themselves of what 
was described in their ban- 
ners, posters and wall letters 
as “the wolves who have ruled 
us for forty years”. But while 
western commentators were 
only too eager to see in these 
protests “one more example” 
of the rejection of socialism, 
the fact that the students and 
workers carried red flags and 
sang the Internationale 
underlines graphically that 
they know only too well that 
the return to the “freedoms” 
of world capitalism offers 
them nothing. 


Reforms 


Indeed, their political pro- 
tests against the Chinese dic- 
tatorship have been directly 
fueled by the effects of the 
Gorbachev-styleé market re- 
forms introduced two years 
ago by the Chinese leader- 
shipin adesperate attempt to 
save from total collapse the 
whole parasitic and bureau- 
cratic system of state plan- 
ning over which they preside 
and feed off. 


These reforms had quickly 
resulted in a deepening of the 
misery for the majority of 
workers and peasants as 
prices soared, and the sharp- 
ening of the gulf between 
them and the growing army 
of speculators, profiteers and 
entrepreneurs and _ their 
friends within the ruling bu- 
reaucracy. 


So great was the mounting 
anger over the last two years 
that the Chinese leaders dar- 
en’t risk the introduction of 
the “democratic” political re- 
forms embarked upon by Gor- 
bachev in the Soviet Union. 
The effects of such would 
mean an intensification of the 
social divisions. 


Instead the army and po- 
lice have cracked down ruth- 
lessly on all forms of protest 
and resistance, and it was a 
result of this that initially 
sparked off the student pro- 
tests, to be later joined by the 
ranks of the workers and 
peasants. 


Soviet masses on the 
march 7 


Millions of Soviet workers 
a month previously used the 
opportunity provided by elec- 
tions tothe Supreme Soviet to 
say exactly what they think of 
the bureaucracy that rules 
them. In city after city work- 
ing class voters said®io to the 
candidates most clearly 
identified with the privileges 
and oppressive rule of the bu- 
reaucracy. 


Whatever Mikhail Gor- 
bachev may have thought he 
was doing when he created a 
new electoral system in the 
Soviet Union, the elections 
have enabled the Soviet 
workers to give voice to their 
own frustrations at Gor- 
bachev’s perestroika. 


All around them they hear 
talk of radical change. Yet, as 
in China, material life, ifany- 
thing, is changing for the 
worse. But the election gave 
them the means to serve no- 
tice to the ruling bureauc- 
racy, that they are not pre- 
pared to goonin theold way. 


In Moscow the City Mayor 
was fought toa dead heat bya 
working class woman, leader 
of a team of house painters. 
He refused to be interviewed 
by Moscow News because he 
was too busy. She told the pa- 
per: 

“My rival is certainly a wor- 
thy person, but I intend to 
fight him. We workers have a 
lot of problems. And that’s 
why I’m precisely the one who 
should stand up for the inter- 
ests of working people.” 


Victories 


Those who “stand in lines” 
at the shops—as opposed to 
those with special shops and 
perks to save the queuing— 
scored victories time and 
time again in the elections. 


In the USSR’s second larg- 
est city, Leningrad, Gor- 
bachev’s loyal Politburo 








member, Solovyov, was 
struck off the voting paper by 
55% of the electorate in a 
working class district. 


Most significantly, Lenin- 
grad’s party boss Anatoly 
Gerasimov received only 15% 
of the vote compared with 
74% for a 28 year old shipyard 
worker. 


Struck off 


Kiev party leader Masik 
and Mayor Zgursky, both 
standing unopposed, were 
struck off the register by most 
electors. Two thirds of the 
voters struck off Masik’s 
name. 


In the Baltic republics only 
party leaders supporting de- 
mands for greater national 
independence were returned. 


In Armenia, where na- 
tional feelings run high after 
Gorbachev's refusal to grant 
Nagorno Karabakh’s demand 
tojoin Armenia, opposition to 
the bureaucratic regime took 
a different form. Officials had 
to keep the polling booths 
open for an extra two hours to 
even meet the 50% quorum 
required. 


In Moscow Boris Yeltsin, 
kicked out of the Politburo 18 


A Chinese masses sing the /nternationa/e in Tianamen Square 


months ago for his open at- 
tacks on bureaucratic privi- 
lege, was swept to a decisive 
victory winning almost 90% 
of the vote. 


Yeltsin’s ability to relate to 
the anger of the masses, his 
openly populist campaign, 
which mobilized thousands of 
workers in factory meetings 
and street demonstrations, 
stands as a warning to Gor- 
bachev of the dangers he and 
his clique of rulers face as the 
mighty Soviet working class 
is roused from decades of po- 
litical slumber. 


What the elections will 
mean for the USSR’s political 
future is not yet certain. Over 
2,000 elected deputies are 
now due to vote in a supreme 
Soviet of just over 500. That 
in turn will elect a President, 
presumably Mikhail Gor- 
bachev. 


The election results, in re- 
ality, give him a stronger 
platform to stand as the only 
man whocan hold the ring be- 
tween Yeltsin and Ligachev, 
as the candidate who can 
stand above the factions. 


80% of the election’s candi- 
dates were members of the 
Soviet Communist Party. Of 
the 2,000 elected representa- 


tives a significant proportion 
represent the nominees of 
“social” organizations such as 


the All-Union Voluntary 
Temperance Society and the 
All-Union Society of Inven- 
tors and Rationalisers. 


Decide 


In the last analysis the rul- 
ing bureaucracy will decide 
on the composition of the new 
Supreme Soviet. 


But that bureaucracy re- 
mains riven with conflict. 
Gorbachev's ability to hold 
the competing factions in any 
kind of unified leadership is 
further weakened by the elec- 
tion results. 


Gorbachev himself re- 
celved a blow when twelve 
Central Committee members 
voted against him in the elec- 
tion of the Party’s 100 guar- 
antied seats. Ligachev did 
even worse, with 78 rejec- 
tions. 


The Soviet press has an air 
of embarrassed silence about 
the results. Press chief Gen- 
nady Gerasimov has ex- 
pressed the shock to the bu- 
reaucracy delivered by the 
working class by announcing 
that: “The Party will decide 
why it happened”. 
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The working class of the 
USSR has spoken. But these 
elections are not enough. 
Even if a Supreme Soviet of 
900 Yeltsinites was elected, 
the political power, the ob- 
scene privileges and the para- 
sitic rule of the bureaucracy 
would remain, in all funda- 
mentals, intact. 


Attempts to reform the bu- 
reaucratic regime of Stalin- 
ism, however radical they 
may be, are doomed to fail- 
ure. They cannot change its 
essentially counter-revolu- 
tionary nature. They cannot 
overcome its determination 
to preserve its reactionary 
rule. 


Only the independent or- 
ganization of the working 
class under the leadership of 
a revolutionary party can, 
through political revolution, 
sweep away all the bureau- 
cratic obstacles that today 
block the transition to real 
communism. | 


Forward to 
political revolution 
inthe USSR 
and China! 
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EDITORIAL 





Burning issues 
for real action 


| The turnout on Thursday 13 April of 
only 400 people on the border to 
protest against the extradition of 
Paul Kane underlined once more the 
| bankruptcy of the Sinn Féin domi- 
| nated Anti-Extradition campaign. 
The campaign’s perspective of ap- 
pealing to the so-called “republican 
| grassroots” of Fianna Failas the basis 
for amass campaign that could force 
the Fianna Fail government to back 
| down on the issue of extradition has 
been seen once more for what it al- 
ways was—hokum. 
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A Kane extradited. Puoto: DEREK Sprirs/REPORT 


As the Irish Workers Group argued at 
the founding conference of the campaign 
two years ago, such a perspective merely 
creates illusions in Fianna Fail and make 
| the tasks of winning workers and trade 
unionists—the class victims of Fianna 
F4il capitalist policies—even more diffi- 
| cult. This perspective, we further argued, 
| reflected the purely nationalist limits of 
Sinn Féin’s politics and programme and 
its inability to appeal to the Irish working 
class with a clear anti-capitalist strategy 
and tactics. 


Republican News reports how the lat- 
est example of what it calls “Haughey’s 
treachery and Fianna Fail’s shame” had 
been “the last straw” for eminent and 
| veteran Fianna Failers. They have re- 
signed. It seems that these gentlemen 
discovered that the party they have been 
in for nearly fifty years wasn’t the demo- 
| cratic party they had always thought it to 
be, concluding that the party cannot be 
changed from within. Quite. How long 
will it be before Sinn Féin and the Anti- 
Extradition campaign begin to learn the 
same lesson? 


Meanwhile, the same Republican News 
provides graphic accounts of the extent to 
which the repressive forces of British im- 
perialism in the North have, since the 
| Sinn Féin access to the media was banned, 
| stepped up their massive house searches 
in nationalist areas throughout the North. 


Republican News reports that whole 
-areas like Shantallow and Creggan in 
Derry and parts of Strabane have simply 


been closed down by a blanket cordon of | 


army and police reminiscent of the mar- 
tial law on the Falls in 1971. No one is 
allowed in or out while the search goes on. 
Houses have been smashed and any re- 


sistance met with beatings and arrests. | 


The continued lifting, brutalizing and 
framing of working class nationalist youth 
goes hand in hand with this. 


And yet, Sinn Féin oppose any strategy 


which would directly address such burn- 
ing issues—a strategy of building united 


action from within these nationalist 
_ working class communities, involving 


workers, socialists and republicans— 
which would begin to offer real resistance 
in marches, demonstrations and in strike 
action, to the brutal policies of the impe- 


: rialists in the North. 


Similarly, the reports just published by 


| the continuous household survey and the | 


Fair Employment Agency (FEA) demon- 


strate the stark disparities in job oppor- 


| tunities and living standards between 
« Catholics and Protestants in the North. 
| For example, the earning category saw 
- Protestants far ahead of Catholics with 
| 21% of Protestants earning over £10,000 | 
per annum compared to only 13% of Catho- | 


lics. 33% of Protestant households had 
incomes of over £10,000, 21% of Catho- 
lics. Catholics are still twice as likely to 
experience long term unemployment and 


| | are two anda half times more likely to be 


unemployed. They are three times more 


| likely to live in sub-standard accommo- 
| dation. 37% depended on state benefits, 
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# compared to 20% of Protestants. Things 


are worsening and the FEA report under- — 


lined why—the continued and intensify- 


/ Ing massive discrimination in employ- 


ment. 


Focusing on employment policies in 
Ulster higher education establishments, 
they had found that in the University of 
Ulster, which employs 2,400 people, 64% 
ofthe workforce is Protestant, 16% Catho- 
lic—a ratio of four to one. In Queen’s 


University which employs 3,111 people, — 


60% are Protestant and 17% are Catho- 
lic—a ratio of three to one. 80% of main- 


tenance staff are Protestant with Catho- | 


lics represented in catering, barmen and | 


casual attendants. 


These statistics underline that the ugly 


system of Orange and Masonic patronage 


continues to thrive throughout Ulster As > 


the recession has deepened, the system 
has ensured that Protestants are able to 
survive much more effectively than Catho- 


lics. Twenty years after the formation of | 


the Civil Rights movement discrimina- 


tion against Catholics remains a scandal- | 
ous abuse of democratic rights, another | 


issue, of burning and immediate impor- 
tance around which united action should 
be built. 


But at Dublin meeting of April 11 last | 


called by Sinn Féin in furtherance of the 
“mass anti-imperialist movement” an- 
nounced by Gerry Adams at Sinn Féin’s 
party conference, the only plan was for a 
march—in August! —to commemorate 
August ’69 when British troops first ap- 
peared in the streets. The march—which 


will take place under the banner for ‘A 


New Ireland’—and the perspective moti- 
vating it, offers nothing to the beleaguered 
anti-unionist working class in the six 
counties. Hf 
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Labour Conference: 


A Defeat is a Defeat 


| Labour's March conference, the 


second since the break up of the 
last Coalition, met with Spring de- 
termined to crush all remaining 
opposition to his leadership from 
the anti-coalitionists of the 1983- 
87 period. 


Spring succeeded by packing 
the conference with his own fol- 
lowers, conjuring up a thousand 
members (equivalent to 20% of 


| the total Labour Party member- 


ship) forhis own constituency party 
in North Kerry and thereby 
enormously inflating his number of 
delegates. By a bureaucratic ma- 
noeuvre, Tralee became the red- 
destspoton the political landscape. 


At the end of 1987 Spring at- 
tacked the union leaders for col- 
laborating with Haughey in the Pro- 
gramme for National Recovery— 
his revenge for their fe the 
coalition government. At Tralee, 
Spring and the union leaders made 
up. The peace-making was done 
on the most cynical basis of non- 
interference between the party and 
the unions in each others affairs. 
At Tralee, a motion opposing the 
Programme for National Recov- 
ery was squashed by the party and 
trade union leaders. 


Labour Left, under the banner 
of “Towards Consensus and Part- 
nership” signalled their refusal to 
fight Spring’s policies. A new Eco- 
nomic Policy document, which was 
agreed between Stagg and Spring, 
was massively carried. The policy 
was a deliberate shift to recognize 
the permanent role of private capi- 
tal as a driving force in the econ- 
omy. When several activists tried 


| to speak against the economic 


policy, they were refused permis- 
sion to do so. And Labour Left, the 
self-styled democrats in the party, 
refused to oppose this censorship. 


The chickens came home to 
roost for Stagg and Labour Left 
who lost the symbolic post of vice- 
chairperson and lost seats in the 
elections for the Administrative 
Council, which is now dominated 
by Spring's clique. Such is the 
price of “Consensus and Partner- 
ship”! 

The biggest blow was against 
Militant. The vote to ban them was 
passed by a majority of about 2 to 
1, with the ITGWU voting for and 
the FWUI abstaining. 

An honest balance sheet of the 
Tralee conference can only con- 
clude that Spring and the right are 
more firmly thanever inthe saddle. 
There are two main reasons for 
this. The first reason is the belea- 
guered state of the class struggle 
inthe unions. Here the Programme 
for National Recovery has wreaked 
havoc, with strike figures the low- 
est for 25 years, demoralized whole 
sections of activists and embold- 
ened the right throughout the la- 
bour movement as a whole. The 
second reason has to do with the 
politics of Labour Left and Militant. 


Militant’s “Analysis” 


Militant predictably tell us that: 


‘The Party Conference did not in — 


any respect signify a shift to the 
right among the rank and file activ- 
ists. The left won a steady 40% of 
the vote on the key issues’, and: 


“These represent the most ac- 
tive core of Labour's members. 
Given alead their opposition could 
be decisive in halting the gallop to 
the right and setting Labour on the 
course of action it should be tak- 
ing” (April 1989, p.7). 


For a start, this is nonsense. 
Support for the Economic Policy 


document, which underlined the 





move to the right got the support of 
more than 90% of the delegates. 
Doesn't that tell Militant anything? 


They argue, correctly, that the 
conference was rigged butinstead 
of seeing this as the ruthlessness 
with which Spring and his ilk were 
determined to achieve victory, Mili- 
tant use it to disguise the fact that 
the conference went along with 
the rigging in order to get rid of 
Militant. 


Militant’s pathetic belief, against 
all the evidence, that ‘the 40% 
Labour Party rank and file’ are 
somehow a left wing committed to 
class struggle is part and parcel of 
their view of the Labour Party which 
sees an inherent conflict between 
a leadership that sells out and a 
“socialist” rank and file capable of 
being won to revolutionary social- 
ist politics. The vast majority’s sup- 
port for Spring’s economic policy 
document reveals best the real 
nature of the party. 


There are tensions in the La- 
bour Party, of course, between 
different currents, most of all be- 
tween the more honest sections of 
the rank and file and the most 
corrupt and openly bourgeois par- 
liamentary leadership and the 
union bureaucrats and their hacks 
who control the trade union and 
party machines. But the self-se- 
lected membership as a whole 
share deeply in the common fre- 
formist outlook and policies of the 
party. 

Forrevolutionaries to exploitten- 
sions within such a party means 
an entirely different perspective to 
that which Militant offers. Thatis a 
revolutionary perspective of fight- 
ing in united front struggles to pit 
the best elements of the member- 
ship against the leadership with 
the aim of winning them to a mass 
revolutionary party—an aim thatin 
the process of achieving it can 
only mean the break up of the 
Labour Party andits hold over sec- 
tions of workers and trade union- 
ists. Militant rejects such an analy- 
sis and perspective. Why? 


The fact is that its continued im- 
potence over a period of almost 
twenty years, their blindness to 
setback after setback including the 
most serious yet at Tralee, is be- 
cause they share, underneath the 
‘Trotskyist’ rhetoric, the same 
bankrupt parliamentary reformist 
perspective of achieving socialism 
in Ireland via a Labour govern- 
ment. 


Labour Left's Role 


Far from being as Militant claim, 
the basis for a radical rank and file 
current for socialism, therefore 
Labour Left offer nothing but an al- 
ternative reformist leadership of 
the party. 


The Soclalist Workers Movement 


- was censured for sectarlan exclu- 


slon of other socialists from adver- 
tised meetings at the AGM of the 


| Socialist Society In Trinity College 


on April 14th. 


SWM had organized and adver- 
tised a day of “open” meetings on 
Marxism for students two months 
previously In TCD. The college 
meeting roomwhich they used was 
booked In the name of the Sociallst 
Soclety, yet the SWM publicly re- 
fused to permit an |IWG member of 


| the Soclalist Soclety committee to 
| attend meetings. 


SWM had earlier announced that 
It would not help to bulld the So- 








SWM Censured 


Thus their acceptance of 
Spring's economic policy docu- | 
ment was perfectly in accordance 
with their whole perspective. De- 
fending the mixed economy, while | 
advocating the State sector as the 
mostdynamicagentofgrowthand | 
development, Stagg sees the state 
as a democratic and neutral force. 
He offers no programme of action 
to mobilize the rank and file in the 
unions in mass action against pri- 
vatization, for public works 
schemes in order to challenge the — 
rule of capitalism in Ireland. His is 
an alternative programme for run- 
ning capitalism. 


The IWG warned Militant, again 
and again, against any reliance on 
Stagg and the Labour Left when 
spring Jaunched the witch-hunt. | 
But even when he became instru- 
mental in the attempts to close 
down the Dublin West constitu- 
ency party, Militant steadfastly 
refused to openly criticize Staggin — 
the delusion that he could be won 
to oppose Spring by diplomatic 
silences and manoeuvres. Stagg 
and Labour Left's whole record 
shows that they are steeped in the 
stock and trade of cynical parlia- 
mentary horse-trading. 


Fighting Expulsions? 


Militant have launched a series 
of public meetings. Now (eight 
months after the moves which 
began the witch-hunt!) they call for — 
“all units of the Party opposed to 
expulsions should now come to- | 
gether and form a national cam- | 
paign to stop the witch-hunt”. They 
say that “such a campaign in the 
party must appeal to the affiliated 
unions, the trade unions ingeneral © 
and all workers organizations to 
join this campaign”. 

But what sort of “campaign” do 
Militant mean? Will they involve 
delegates in an open, democratic 
campaign to launch an open fight 
against the expulsions throughout 
the working class, the type of 
campaign which the Irish Workers 
Group alone called for—when the 
witch-hunt began. 


The manner of their fight against 
the witch-hunt suggests not. Up to 
now they preferred to opportunis- 
tically limit opposition within the 
official structures of the party— 
with disastrous results. If things | 
run to form, Militant’s so-called 
campaign against expulsions will 
turn out to be no more than a 
series of barely disguised recruit- 
ment meetings offering nothing to 
those members of Labour Left, 
Labour Youth and other socialist 
groups and activists who want to 
see a real struggle. | 

The IWG will continue to fight to 
make it a reality. i 


clalist Society as a forum for joint 
action and debate with other so- 
clalists. However, they continued 
to use the Soclety’s auspices to 
book meeting rooms in the Col 
lege. IWG argued In the society 
that they should continue to enjoy 
these facilities despite thelr sec- 
tarlan attitude. However, the ex- 
clusion of other socialists from 
meetings advertised In the College 
was deemed to be the last straw. 


A resolution of the AGM refuses 
all further Socialist Soclety aus- 
pices to the SWM until they under- 
take In writing to desist from such 
sectarian exclusion of other so- 


clalist points of view from meet- | 


Ings advertised as open. H 














SOUTH 


VOTE 


LABOUR 
PARTY 


THE EUROPEAN Parliament 


HAS little power and the fur- 
ther “integration” of the EC 


|will not give it many real 


powers either. Even the vastly 
more significant national par- 
liaments are litte more than 
“democratic” camouflage for 


| the real levers of power which 
|are in the hands of ministers, 


big capitalists, police chiefs 
and generals. Nevertheless, 
parliamentary elections are 
important episodes of ideologi- 

cal struggle when the mass of 
workers can learn of their po- 
litical potential as a class and 
have their illusions in bour- 
geois democracy challenged. 


| Thisis true also of the Euro 
elections, where, in addition, 
vital questions of interna- 
tional unity of our class can be 
| posed in a sharp way in revo- 
lutionary propaganda. 


Unless revolutionary com- 
|munists have sufficient base 
/in the class to stand their own 
candidates they can only put 
forward their ideas and ac- 
tion programme by adopting 
‘united front tactics towards 
‘the parties which, for the 
‘moment, stand as the estab- 
lished political representa- 
tives of the working class 
organisations. 


In the 26 Counties there is 
only one such party which 
rests upon the mass workers’ 
organisations, the trade un- 
ions. Although a majority of 
workers’ votes still go to Fi- 
anna Fail, Labour remains the 
largest party of the working | 
class movement and is the 
main focus for the reformist 
illusions of organized work- 
ers. It is for this reason alone 








EURO 
ELECTIONS 


that it is legitimate for revo- 
lutionaries to canvass a La- 
bour vote. It has nothing to 
do with the programme or 
personalities of the Labour 
Party. Calling for a Labour 
vote, therefore, has nothing 
in common with the slippery 
call to “vote left” which has 
been the stock in trade of 
centrist groupssuchasSWM. 
That slogan is given a differ- 
ent meaning by each group or 
from one election to the next, 
including or excluding one or 
other of Labour, Sinn Féin or 
WP depending on what rheto- 
ric they are peddling at the 
time. 


We say: Vote Labour with- 
out illusions! In this way, 
stand on the side of the work- 
ing class and break with F'- 





The Euro Parliament 
cannot be an instrument 
of working class power, 


| but it can and must be 
used by MEPS from the 


Socialist, Labour and 
Stalinist parties, and by 
MEPS elected by move- 
ments of struggle against 


‘imperialism, to expose 
the secrets of the Euro- 


pean bourgeoisie to the 
workers. It must be used 
as a tribune to rally the 
workers’ struggles out- 


| side parliament. We even 


demand ofthem that they 
use what limited powers 
they have to the full to 
delay and derail each and 
every anti-working class 
proposal. 


a 
Put the reformist work- 
ers’ parties and revolu- 
tionary nationalists tothe 


test. Expose the hollow- 


ness of their claims to 
represent the interests of 
the workers and small 
farmers. 


For the Socialist United States of Europe! 


anna Fail and the other openly 
capitalist parties. But fight for 
an action programme which 
challenges the reformist lead- 
ers within our class. Put them 
to the test. Fight to force them 
to champion our demands or 
be swept aside! 


.-* 8s © 
IN THE NORTH there is no 
party of the working class, even 
a reformist one. The class is 
divided and subordinated to 
reactionary loyalist parties, or 
to illusions in Irish national- 
ism as the solution to their 
oppression. The continuing 
open revolt of the nationalist 
population against that state 
makes every election there, in 
the firstinstance, a plebiscite:- 
for or against the sectarian 
statelet of British imperialism 


ee —- 


¢ Against unemployment — 
for the 35-hour week without 
loss of pay throughout the EC. 


e For the leveling upward of | 


all social benefits in the EC! 
e Against the CAP profits 


which raise food prices for | 
~ workers we demand the slid- 


ing scale of wages! 


-® Notoimmigration controls | 


or expulsion of immigrant 


workers or their families. Full | 


political and social rights and 
residence for them in all EC 
countries! 

e For workers’ solidarity in 
struggle and international 
blacking action. 

e Break up NATO! No to 
modernisation of missiles! Not 
a penny, not a man or woman 
for defence! 


e Defend the USSR and the | 


other degenerate Workers 
States! 
¢ For solidarity with the semi- 


colonial regimes in their resis- | 


tance to European impoerial- 


ism. Cancel the debts owed to | 


the ‘European Community’! 














VOTE 


SINN 
FEIN 


in Ireland? 





unconditionally with those 
nationalist workers and other 
sections who are in struggle 
against the state. Sinn Féin, 
which stands at the head of 
that struggle, are the focus for 
the nationalistillusions of the 
most oppressed and combat- 


ive sectionsin the North. This 


means at present a tactic of 
“critical support” for Sinn 
Féin. In solidarising with the 
anti-imperialist struggle in 
this way, however, our aim is 
to test and expose in front of 
their followers the their bank- 
ruptcy in strategy and tactics. 
We argue for immediate con- 
crete demands while putting 
forward the communist per- 
spectives of the Permanent 


Revolution for the Worker’s| 
Republic and international | 


communism. 


We fight to persuade prole- | 


tarian supporters of Sinn Féin 
toforce them to mobilize mass 
united-front action, of work- 
ers, socialists andrepublicans; 
against all aspects of repres- 
sion and to subordinate all 
guerrilla actions to the mass 
democracy and the needs of 
such a struggle. 


Likewise in local council 


elections we call for a vote in| 


the North only for Sinn Féin. 
Force them to use these coun- 
cils as platforms for mobiliz- 


ing struggle by workers, prot- 
estant as well as catholic, un- 


employed and waged, and 
their communities, against all 
cuts and economic attacks. 
And they must use these plat- 
forms to mobilize for united 
front action against repres- 
sion! Hi 
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PERU 


| WE ARE proud to announce that Poder Obrero is now the 
| official section of the Movement for a Revolutionary Commu- 


_| nist International in Peru. The comrades’ application for | 
In that plebiscite we stand | 





NEWS 
Movement for a 
Revolutionary 
Communist 
international 


membership was accepted at the MRCI’s Easter meeting in 
London, which was attended by delegates from all the sec- 
tions. This is a major step forward for our movement, being 
our first section outside Europe. In the course of our relation- | 
ship with Poder Obrero the MRCI has already learned much } 
about applying the Trotskyist programme in the difficult 
conditions of militarism and Bonapartism in Latin America. } 


The Easter meeting also discussed and adopted a set of | 
theses on women’s oppression, dealing with its origins and | 
changing form in differing class societies, the familyi in impe- 
rialist and semi-colonial countries and key issues of pro- 
gramme and organisation. In adopting theses representing 
the position of our entire organisation the MRCI again 
showed itself to be on course for its transformation into a 


year. 


BRITAIN 


| democratic centralist tendency at its Congress later this | 


The prospect of scab unionism making a big step forward in 
Britain is posed by the planned merger of the engineers 
union (AEV) and the electricians union EETPU, which was 
expelled from the TUC last year. 


Instead of leading a fight against closures and redundan- 
cies both unions have busy pursuing a policy ofsigning single 
union—no strike deals. Both haveatrack record of treachery 


that would do a Judas proud. 


Unity with the AEU would provide Hammond’s EETPU 
with the ballast necessary to hold together a scab federation. 
A merger would open the way for Hammond’s re-entry into 


the TUC via the back door. 


Workers Power have argued for opposition to the anti- | 
working class policies of the AEU leaders and for the smash- 
ing of the yellow union, EETPU. The membership of AEU 
must be mobilized to oppose the merger. Special bulletins 
must be produced and meetings organised to explain the 
case against EETPU. An anti-merger campaign can and 
must be built now to co-ordinate the rank and file resistance 


to this rotten deal. H 


German Fascism on the Rise 


IN THIS centenary year of 
Hitler’s birth (20 April) , 
Germany’s extreme right 
wing is celebrating a se- 
ries of electoral advances. 
Since last September, the 
German People’s Union 
(DVU), the Republicans 
(REP) and the National 
Party (NPD) have, between 
them, won seats in local 
parliaments in Bremer- 
haven, Frankfurt and Ber- 
lin. The REP will have two 
seats in the Bonn parlia- 
ment from next year. 


The reasons for these suc- 
cesses are not difficult to see. 
West Germany has over two 
million unemployed. There is 
a serious shortage of housing. 
Many fear that 1992 will wipe 
out small businesses, both 
urban and rural. The Federal 
Government is increasingly 
seen as incompetent and in- 
decisive. 


The existing trade union 
and social democratic leaders 
are offering no decisive alter- 
native to the working class 
against these ills. What we 
are witnessing is the creation 
of the political and economic 
conditions in which the ideas 
of the old fascists once again 
fall on fertile ground. 


At present the German 
bourgeoisie has no need for 
fascism on a large scale. But it 
would be criminal to allow this 
fact to obscure the very real 
threat that the right poses. 
Already the ruling CDU is 
looking for tougher cuts in 
welfare spending and consid- 
ering anti-immigrant meas- 
ures, 


Of course in formal terms, 
the REP, NPD and DVU are 
not Nazi organisations on the 
pattern of the twenties. But 
their policies such as the abo- 
lition of trade unions, the 
scrapping of welfare, forcing 
those on benefits to work, 
compulsory training for young 
women in the ideals of “moth- 
erhood”, restrictions on the 
rights of AIDS sufferers and 
the return of territory suppos- 
edly lost, including the whole 
of East Germany and parts of 
Czechoslavakia, Poland and 
the USSR, are all the common 
property of the fascist far right 
in Europe. 


Their recent electoral sup- 
porters are not all dedicated 
Hitlerites. Nonetheless, these 
parties contain organised fas- 
cists who are creating an arena 
in which to grow. Every suc- 
cess will encourage them togo 


beyond parliamentarianism 
and to organise direct physi- 
cal action whether that be 
demos in immigrant areas, 
attacks on left wing meetings 
or supposedly symbolic actions 
such asceremonies around the 
Germania statue on Ger- 
many’s national day. 


After decades of semi-se- 
crecy, the fascists are not 
united either organisationally 
or programmatically. In- 
creased public activity will 
help them to overcome these 
problems. Already the NPD, 
setuptwenty years agomainly 
by old Nazis, has succeeded in 
presenting a joint electoral 
slate with the DVU. In Berlin, 
where the constitutional ban 
on fascist organisations is 
enforcedabit more rigorously, 
the new REP has acted as an 
umbrella for the proscribed 
organisations. 


The advances they have 
made are reflected in the 
financial backing they now 
receive, particularly the DVU, 
which is backed by the mil- 
lionaire publisher Gerhard 
Frey. In January they spent 
£2 million for the European 
elections. 


Fascism in Germany, then, 


is not a left wing paranoid 
fantasy. It exists and it is 
erowing. The fight to destroy 
it will be central to the build- 
ing of a revolutionary com- 
munist party. The key poli- 
cies needed in such a fight 
are: 


No reliance on the capital- 
ist state—no to state bans on 
the fascists which only serve 
to prevent working-class mo- 
bilisations against them. 


For direct action to stop the 
fascists. Take the campaign 
into the unions and the facto- 
ries. Every mobilisation by 
the fascists or their front or- 
ganisations should be physi- 
cally confronted on the larg- 
est possible scale. Build anti- 
fascist defence squads. ..no 
one who goes on a fascist 
march should come away 
feeling the better for it! 


Build on the example of 
Dusseldorf postal workers 
who refused to handle mail 
connected with the DVU’s 
postal campaign. Noto “popu- 
lar fronts” with the “anti-fas- 
cist” bourgeoisie who will run 
a mile from effective working 
class action. After all, the fas- 
cists hope torecruit by identi- 
fying the left with the parlia- 


mentary windbags of the SPD 
and the pacifist clap trap of 
the priests. 


Unite the forces of the left. 
For a united front against the 
fascists! There will be noshort- 
age of conferences and resolu- 
tions against fascism. Within 
them revolutionaries will pose 


Hitler’s birthday in TCD 


On April 20th a number of 
extreme righist students, 
previously involved in host- 
ing fascist campaigner. 


- David Irving, gathered at 


TCD’s Graduate Memorial 
Building to mark Hitler’s 
birthday. Half a dozen anti- 
fascist students, Socialist So- 
ciety members and others, 


| maintained a presenceinthe 
| GMBin readiness to protest 


at any overt celebration of 
Hitler. Nothing transpired 
during the long standoff, but 
the right decided on rapid 


| and brutal reprisals. 


The anti-fascist students 
were followed to a nearby 
cafe by some extreme right- 
ists. One of these proto-fas- 
cists recruited five or six 
thugs, led them into the cafe 


the tactics outlined above and 
cut through the empty rheto- 
ric of reformists and pacifists 
by demanding a commitment 
to action. 


and pointed out the left ac- 
tivists who wereimmediately | 
set upon. They chased off 
their attackers with the aid 
of staff who called the police. 


These young scions of the 
Irish bourgeoisie, revelingin | 
their defence of fascism, 
should be exposed for the po- 
litical vermin that they are. 
All those who opposed the 
driving out of Irving as an 
affront to “democracy” should 
now see the proof of what the | 
TCD Socialist Society ar- 
gued, that the invitation to 
Irving was not an academic 
debate but a step towards 
buildinga proto-fascist group | 
with no qualms about using 
organized thuggery against | 
their political opponents. 
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THE RE-MERGING OF THE ITGWU AND FWUI, 
after 66 years of disastrous division, was secretly nego- 
tiated in a matter of weeks at the end of 1988. The new 
Services, Industrial , Professional and Technical Union 
will come into being on the first day of 1990 under the 
general presidency of John Carroll who will rule it for 
one week before his retirement. (Hence the agreed 
schedule!) Already further unions such as the Marine 
Port & General Workers’ Union are being drawn into 
the merger which could grow considerably as the union 
bureaucracy at large re-organizes. TASS and ASTMS 
have already merged in MSF. The 3 teacher unions have 
opened merger talks and the smaller unions are being 
steadily amalgamated with the larger. 


SIPTU, the biggest ever trade union merger in Ireland has 
been accurately described by its architects as “the creation of 
a new Union with a number of radically new characteristics” 
(Unity —FWUI Journal, special issue, Spring ’89). Most of the 
new Rule Book for SIPTU is an amalgam of broadly similar 
rules taken from both unions, but a number of fundamental 
_ changes without precedent in either union have been inserted 


over the heads of the members. 


What, therefore, is at issue in the new SIPTU that should 
cause militants and socialists to rally workers against it? And 
in the event of the merger going ahead, what are the new 

threats that it will pose to the rank and file in their struggles? 


When it was first 
announced, Class Struggle 


|argued that SIPTU “offers 
| Attley and Carroll & Co. a 


major opportunity to trans- 


_ form the whole nature of trade 


unionism in Ireland in a dis- 
astrous direction. ... They are 
determined to eradicate the 


| traditions of militant action 


and any concept of class 
struggle”. This was evidently 


_ the trend of their statements 


when they announced the new 
union. The ability of the 
members to wage industrial 
war is the single most impor- 


| tant question about SIPTU, 


but on this issue future trends 
cannot be guessed from the 


| rule-book but must be deduced 
| from a broader assessment. 


As a step towards clearly 
understanding the new devel- 
opments, however, a careful 
look at the newstructuresand 
rules is necessary. 


Power structures 


In the new rules, the 
“Branch”, usually involving 
over 1,000 workers of similar 
grade from a range of 


| workplaces, is still defined as 


the base organisation of the 
union. In fact the branch is 
not the base organisation now, 
nor will it be in SIPTU. The 





Sa a peo 





sean peatte seis aa 







a= tans Sela 
= 4 Fate Pigs atatalaa ee ae a hel oe 
i a) tL Pia bes eee eee ote 
We oe OER as: f 
Je k Region 7 eS 
—Z ies Rane eee 
pt a lig es a 
ai Region 6 “eed, 
ra a | A 
rie - a 
c , ff Regions 
7 < Regen?! 152 
is fey P| 
o fy Sores 
} fod Feith 
- ARG a Fahne 
an th feral ate? Bet ' ae i 
a en RS SEE on 7 
Br Saar kL ee Wt ar ee a bey a ao wt th ty 
mooie DP Se ate oe se, = vf 
eonnen oer bey oreceetees REGION 3 oy 
sone Region 4 205 ANS 


a peate ele ah aie ee oe aR bse eae at 
Sa ela at oe ec ce To ahs Sek 
FoF apnea atta tar aera saris 

tbe ot Tera atalelets 


Se aria oe ae Shag Ba it 


A The eight SIPTU regions 


workplace is the base organi- 
sation of any trade union, but 
the bureaucracy has always 
feared to devolve any formal 
“branch” powers upon the 
workplace organisation — it 
is too close to the rank and 
file! The base organisation, for 
them, is the maximum body of 
members that an unelected 


| official can administer and 


control. The workplace sec- 
tion hardly exists at all in the 
rules! 


The fiction is maintained 


| that the branch allows the 


membership to control the 
workings of the movement. In 


| practice it remains a commit- 


tee of a few dedicated indi- 
viduals who act as a rubber 
stamp for the unaccountable, 
unelected full-time official 


employed by head office and 
appointed as “branch secre- 
tary”. This, the only office of 
importance in the branch, is 
entirely and directly in the 
control of the union leaders. 


As before, the branch will 
rarely have more than one 
meeting per year for mem- 
bers. It will remain as remote 
as ever from the workplace, 
thus guaranteeing that very 
few will attend or participate 
in the formal life of the union. 


Just as in the FWUI and 
ITGWU, the real structure of 
the SIPTU will be the pyra- 
mid of full-time officials, about 
whom the rules say almost 
nothing at all! A small num- 
ber of these officials who rise 
to the top will eventually 
graduate from their status as 
employees to stand for “elec- 
tion” as union chiefs — Gen- 
eral President, Vice President 
and General Secretaty. These 
are, in theory, controlled by 
the elected National Execu- 
tive Council. In SIPTU this 
“elected” body will become 
even less accountable than 
before and more self-perpetu- 
ating, and will identify much 
more with the full-time Gen- 
eral Officers, as we see below. 


Sowing new divisions 


The most dramatic change, 
however, is in the breakup of 
the new union into 8 regions 
based on Dublin and the his- 
toric provinces but with North- 
ern Ireland forming Region 8 
separate from the rest of Ul- 
ster. Region 8, with mainly 
nationalist ITGWU members, 
will thus be the weakest re- 
gion numerically. This par- 
ticular division will insulate 
the rest of the movement from 
the issues facing Six-County 
workers, especially the work- 
ers most oppressed by the 
sectarian state. Such issues 
will be treated as “regional” 
and be “dealt with” at a Re- 
gional Executive Council and 
a separate Regional Delegate 
Conference! 


Contrary to the explana- 
tions of the bureaucrats for 
this regional policy, neither 
union has ever been lacking 
in local presence throughout 
the provinces, as witness the 
fact that so many Labour 
Party seats are rooted in pro- 
vincial areas thanks to the 
work and influence of the big 
general unions. ITGWU halls 
are to be found in many pro- 
vincial cities and towns. The 
Regional structure is not de- 
signed for any practical need 
of the membership and it is a 
patent lie to claim that it 
“would offer the members the 


SIPTU 





TRANSFORMING IRISH 
TRADE UNIONISM 


but in what direction? 


best of both worlds — the inti- 
macy and accessibility ofa new 
locally based organisation 
backed up by the power and 
resources ofthe national body” 
(Unity special). If anything, 
the new electoral system will 
make members even more 
remote from the formal struc- 
tures of SIPTU. FWUI leader, 
Attley has claimed that re- 
gional bodies would counter- 
act the “danger” of a “mono- 
lithic” union organisation. In 
fact the new union, with 
210,000, would not be much 
bigger than the ITGWU was 
in the mid 70s, and only one- 
third bigger than the ITGWU 
is today. 





The real function of the 
Regions is to divide the mem- 
bership, to offset the danger 
that this merger would create 
real unity among workers 
right across the working class 
and would undermine the con- 
trol of the bureaucracy itself, 
for the division between these 
twounionsrunsthrough every 
industry and service sector in 
the 26 Counties. (The FWUI 
has nonorthern membership.) 


A thorough merger of the 
two unions at base level could 
enormously strengthen the 
bargaining power of the rank 
and file nationally, but that is 
not what the union leaders 
aim to achieve. That is pre- 
cisely what they fear. Indeed, 
in all their speeches they have 
deliberately avoided giving 
any encouragement whatever 
to the real base organisations 
of the two unions to look for- 
ward to any real unity. 


All re-organisation is to be 
controlled from above. Indeed, 
on their record, it would be 
reckless to assume that the 
union bureaucrats attach any 
importance at all to creating 
united workplace structures. 
The FWUI, for example, de- 
liberately maintains divisions 
among its own members in 
the same workplace. In Dub- 
lin Airport (where there are 
over 20 unions) the FWUI 
assigns its members to totally 
separate branches! It does the 
same in Trinity College where 


it perpetuates a cynical divi- — 


sion between “weekly paid” 
and “salaried” members, and 
has even ordered the “sala- 
ried” to pass official pickets 
placed by the “weekly paid”! 
None of the publicity bro- 
chures or speeches of the un- 
ion bosses have explained how 





the regional divisions are com- 
patible with the existing sys- 
tems of national bargaining 
for each industrial sector, less 
still how they will improve 
such arrangements. On the 
contrary, it is no secret that 
the existing ITGWU “National 
Group” officials for different 
industrial sectors are to be 
demoted in favour of 8 new 
Regional Secretaries — pow- 
erful full-time, unelected offi- 
cials who will rule over each 
region. The Rules devolve 
industrial business, disputes 
with employers etc. on the re- 
gions (no. 86). 


Rule 67 defines the purpose 
of the regions — “to encourage 
democratic expression within 
the Union and to facilitate the 
development of regional au- 
tonomy”. The pursuit of such 
“autonomy” can only weaken 
the trade union movement 
where it matters most—inits 
ability to confront the bosses 
nationally right across their 
industrial combines andsemi- 
state bodies. The creation of 
unified national trade unions 
was a huge historic gain. At- 
tley, Carroll and cronies are 
bent on dragging us back to 
the 19th century, despite their 
own glib rhetoric in defence of 
SIPTU — “Trade unions can- 
not tackle the challenges of the 
twenty-first century with struc- 
tures created to deal with the 

problems of the nineteenth 
century”. (Unity special p.5) 


In each region, branch dele- 
gates (on a ratio of 1 per 100 
members) will meet in a re- 


CONFIDENCE 


TRICK 


FWUI and ITGWU head offices 


deliberately kept secret from thelr 
members the details of rule 
changes and new structures until 
after the annual meetings of branch 
members. As we reported In Class 


| Struggle no.13 they also ruled out 


of order attempts at branch level 
to bring the merger terms under 
the democratic control of the 
members through amendments at 
a delegate conference. The ITGWU 
went directly to the postal ballot 
vote, holding only a token “confer- 
ence” In which no votes were 


| taken. 


In the FWUI, delegates were 


| elected by branches without any 


mandates from the members on 
any aspect of the merger. Only In 


| the first two weeks of April were 


they supplled with coples of the 
new rule book and summoned to 
Branch Committee meetings. 


In the two weeks before the 
special conference on 15 April, 
FWUI officials swung Into action 
and got over 20 branch commit- 
tees to mandate thelr delegates In 
favour of the merger. In all cases 
thls was done on the basis of very 
brief discussion with little prior 


gional conference every two 
years, with all the formalities 
(of Executive report, branch 
motions, committee elections 
of a separate national trade 
union. The few activists who 
today still think it worthwhile 
to attend branch AGMs to try 
toinfluence the union’s policy 
will find very little incentive 
to raise issues of union policy 
in a regional charade such as 
this where discussions of na- 
tional policy have no rele- 
vance. 


In each alternate year the 
Branch will elect delegates in 
a ratio of 1to500 members for 
the purposes of the national 
conference. This means that 
national conferences will only 
be every second year, withless 
accountability and less possi- 
bility of imposing mandates 
on the bureaucracy. 


Regional 
Collaboration 


In a relatively backward 
country where the dominant 
theme of all political life is 
“development”, especially of 
the provinces, there is even 
the likelihood that these re- 
gional divisions will drag or- 
ganised workers intocompett- 
tion between the regions for 
development projects, notably 
those funded by the EC Social 
Fund. 


Regionalisation, in a soci- 
ety dominated by populist 
bourgeois politics, carries a 
special danger of deeper col- 


chance to study the rules or con- 
sider the Issues. Six branches 
resisted the pressure and left the 
issue open. Two branch commit- 
tees Imposed mandates agalnst 
the SIPTU terms. Not a single 
branch, however, was allowed to 
table any amendment on any as- 
pect of the whole package. This 
use of (usually) volunteer Branch 
Committees to mandate the often 
larger and usually directly elected 
branch delegations has no basis In 
the rules and Is undemocratic. 


Such was the confidence trick 
that produced a vote of 249 to 36 
In favour of SIPTU at the FWUI con- 
ference. The delegates’ hands had 
been tiled before they went In the 
door. 


laboration with the local bour- 
geoisie and its “development” 
plans and agencies in each 
region. What the union lead- 
ers have attempted at national 
level in their deals with 
Haughey will be carried fur- 
ther at provincial level, but 
less visibly and more “inti- 
mately” with the local bour- 
geoisie. 





While a powerful rank and 
file movement might trans- 
form the regional bodies into 
organs of struggle tolead both 
rural and urban masses 
against the bourgeois system 
in every corner of the country, 
the concrete reality is rather 
that these regional divisions 
will in every way undermine 
and set back the rank and file 
in the class struggle against 
Irish capitalism. 


“One member, 
one vote" 


Dead as the present FWUI 
and ITGWU structures may 
be in the absence of a rank- 
and-file movement, SIPTU 
enshrines a method of elec- 
tion which will make workers’ 
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Thelr “recommendation” In fa- 
vour of SIPTU will be used to guar- 
antee a Yes vote in the postal 
ballot of all the members. Over 
200,000 members were due to re- 
celve thelr first ever personal copy 
of a union role book and a ballot 
paper — If the head offices could 
get hold of all their home ad- 
dresses! In this plebiscite the 
bureaucrats were going over the 
heads of the elected workplace 
representatives who are the only 
living link between the rank and | 
file and the union. Members were — 
then expected to vote as Isolated | 
private citizens, thelr opinions | 
shaped more by the anttl-union 
media than by any collective demo- | 
cratic discussion In_ thelr 
workplaces or branches. Hf 





democracy less possible even 
if actively fought for, by re- 
moving elections out of the 
structures of collective meet- 
ings within the union. Ironi- 
cally, it does this under the 
banner of elevating “the role 
of the individual member”! In 
future the election of the three 
National Officers, and of the 
regional and national Execu- 


tive Councils (in the event of 


any contest!) “shall be con- 


ducted on the principle of 


proportional representation, 
each benefit member of the 
Union having a single trans- 
ferable vote ... all procedures 
...to be determined by the 
National Executive”. This is 
the change most advertized 
by the bureaucracy. The 
FWUI propaganda journal re- 
peatedly describes this as a 
system of “one-member-one- 
vote”. 


of the union. All rank and file 
members including those who 
never turn up at a meeting 
will be able to sendin a ballot 
without ever participating in 
collective discussion of the is- 
sues or hearing the candidates 
or their points of view. In- 
deed, the bourgeois media will 
also weigh in against any 
radical candidate for national 
office in the “one big union”. 
That is the nature of the 
“secret ballot of all the mem- 
bers”. In essence it means 
taking trade union decision- 
making out of the the context 
of collective discussion and 
meetings. It is a major threat 
to the independence of the 
unions from the pressures of 
the lies and distortions of the 
capitalist-dominated media. 


The launching of SIPTU 


itself is a perfect example of 


pass the pressure of the active 
branch members. 


Previously, delegates to 
conference were electedin the 
FWUI by the members at the 
AGMofabranch. Forexample 
the 1989 AGM of the No.15 
branch, with 2,200 members, 
was attended by only 70 
members — the most active 
and political members — who 
elected 22 delegates to repre- 
sent the branch at Conference. 
Formally it was a democratic 
process within which a deter- 
mined rank-and-file opposi- 
tion might exert real influ- 
ence. 


Procedures were shabbier 
in the ITGWDU where the dele- 
gates to Conference were of- 
ten selected by a tiny Branch 
Committee, a handful of vol- 
unteers who re-nominated 
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Choosing the 
Leadership 


At the FWUI special confer- 
ence, Attley painted a picture 
of candidates for the NEC and 
the officerships having to cam- 
paign around the country to 
win a mandate. On that basis, 
he claimed, it was justified to 
extend the NEC term of office 
to4 years. (The 3 Officers hold 
power for 6 years!) What he 
did not point out, as did one 
delegate at Malahide, is that 
this makes it impossible for 
anyone other than a well- 
placed official or someone with 
strong backing from the Na- 
tional Executive to challenge 
the entrenched leadership. 


At present, the election of 
national officers and the ex- 
ecutive takes place at annual 
delegate conferences where 
delegates are presumed to be 
free to judge the merits of the 
candidates and vote accord- 
ingly. In the absence of any 
organized rank and file oppo- 
sition, however, the reality is 
very different and very sor- 
did. Branch delegates are 
usually told how to vote by a 
“whip” who negotiates and 
trades favours with similar 
“whips” from other Branches 
— this without any basis in 
existing union rules! The driv- 
ing force behind such ma- 
noeuvres is almost always... 
the unelected official (branch 
secretary) and branch com- 
mittee members closest to him 
or her. Formally, however, the 
rules would not prevent a 
determined opposition group- 
ing in either union from re- 
jecting such wheeler-dealing 
and mounting areal challenge 
to the leadership. In SIPTU, 
things will be very different. 


Elections of the leadership 
will be conducted over the 
heads of the active members 


Conferences frame policies 
to be implemented by REC 
and NEC 


Semen 


this process. A plebiscite of 
the members, for or against 
SIPTU, is being conducted by 
a postal ballot. The bourgeois 
mediaand the politicians lined 
up in support even before the 
members received any 
information.The activists in 
the union, who would nor- 
mally alert the members to 
what issues are at stake, were 
contemptuously brushed 
aside and denied any influ- 
ence in determining the terms 
of the merger. 





In this way the entrenched 
leadership appeals over the 
heads of the activists to the 
generality of the members, 
banking their hopes on the 
lack of debate, on the unin- 
formed state of the most un- 
committed members. It is a 
graphic model of how SIPTU 
leadership elections will be 
conducted in the decades 
ahead. At all costs, by-pass 
and deflect the pressure of the 
most activist sections of the 
union rank and file! 


Delegates to SIPTU 
Conferences 


The last chance of union 
activists to exert any pressure 
within the formal structures 
is as delegates to the national 
conference every two years. 
But how are they to be cho- 
sen? The rules outline two al- 
ternative procedures both of 
which, again, attempt to by- 
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themselves annually at a 
badly attended AGM. The key 
difference was that ITGWU 
full-time unelected officials 
were automatically delegates 
of their branches to Confer- 
ence. In the FWUI — and in 
SIPTU — this is not permit- 
ted. The officials must exert 
their influence over Confer- 
ence delegates from behind 
the scenes — as they do with 
little difficulty in the FWUI! 


In SIPTU, delegates to con- 
ferences may be selected by 
the Branch Committee or else 
elected by a “secret ballot of 
all the members”. In either 
case there is a clear determi- 
nation to remove it out of the 
hands of the active members 
who attend the AGM of the 
branch! 


Rule 43 makes it clear that 
the typical Branch Commit- 
tee will continue tobea largely 
self-appointed group of volun- 
teers who put themselves for- 
ward at the Branch AGM. It 
has no fixed size — it may be 
as few as four, orit may accept 
all who volunteer. In practice 
such committees areincapable 
of any independence of the 
full-time officials who control 
their meetings. 


Branch committees are 
tightly strait-jacketed by 
“custom and practice”. They 
have usually been denied all 
right to issue public state- 
ments without approval from 
the national officers, or to 
affiliate to working-class cam- 
paigns or to send delegates to 
the larger urban Trades coun- 
cils. Only a determined rank 
and file movement could hope 
to turn such committees into 
organs of partial inspection 
and control over the bureau- 
crats and make them a focus 
for the struggles of the rank 
and file. 


AGAINST 


THETRADE UNION bureaucracy 
has been able to carry through 
the SIPTU merger without any 
organized opposition from the 
lrish left. Neither the Workers 
Party nor the Communist Party, 
both holding important posi- 
tions in the bureaucracy, made 
public criticism of SIPTU. All of 
the “far left”, however, criticized 
it as designed to serve the inter- 
ests of the bureaucrats them- 
selves and as a definite move in 
the “newrealist” direction which 
has led to overt yellow trade un- 
ionism in the EETPU in Britain. 


There was a Clear need for a 
fighting campaign in which the far 
left could have at least begun to 
mobilize some of the elements ofa 
future rank-and-file opposition 
within SIPTU, even if the chances 
of stopping the merger on the pres- 
ent terms were slim. 


The Socialist Workers Move- 
ment, atits conference 4/5 March, 
debated the need for a campaign 
on SIPTU. Their resolution con- 
cluded: 

Over the next few months the 
SWM will initiate a limited cam- 
paign titled: Joint Campaign for 
Union Democracy to oppose the 
amalgamation on the present 
ferms and to link it with the union 
leaders’ support for the National 
Plan. 

Such a campaign will be called 
into being by a sponsorship list of 
our members in positions; it shall 
call a national meeting; it will or- 
ganise a number of public meet- 
ings and produce a broadsheet 
with its arguments. 

Comrades should see such a 
campaign as a limited part of our 
overall perspecitive. Its primary 
purpose shall be to broaden out 
our range of contacts in the un- 


Class Struggle June1989 no.14 5 


LEFT SECTARIANISM 
PREVENTS CAMPAIGN 


SIPTU 


ions and to work with other mili- 
tants with a view to recruit- 
ment. (our emphasis). 


This was a thoroughly sectarian 
approach to the — The pri- 
mary aim was not to be to oppose 
SIPTU or create the elements of a 
rank and file movement but to re- 
cruit to SWM. The only principled 
way revolutionaries should recruit 
is by demonstrating that they are 
genuinely committed to advancing 
the struggle as the primary aim. 
That obviously means fighting to 
unite the widest possible forces for 
common goals. SWM tried to set 
up anexclusive and sectarian front 
using only their own members as 
sponsors to give it credibility among 
trade unionists. They produced a 
broadsheet Say No fo SIPTU for 
which, apparently, they could not 
muster enough sponsors of their 
own to justify publishing anynames 
at all. The bulletin, produced in 
mid-March, promised a_ single 
public meeting on 24th April, when 
the postal ballot of the members 
would already be under way! 


SWM's position also skipped 
over the need to fight right up to the 
special delegate conferences on 
15 April to bring the merger proc- 
ess under democratic control, to 
cancel the postal plebiscite and to 
win democratic conferences to de- 
bate and amend the rules and 
structures proposed. The IWG took 
up this fight, through resolutions at 
branch level, in both the ITGWU 
and FWUI, to bring the merger 
under democratic scrutiny of the 
membership. We know of no other 
attempts of this nature by the left. 


Faced with the public inaction of 
the much larger SWM and Militant, 
the WG regarded it as a duty to try 
to initiate a united campaign the 
bring the merger under democratic 





control, and failing that, to fight for 
the biggest possible vote against 
it. We wrote to every left group, 
inviting them to an open demo- 
cratic meeting to jointly set up a 
committee.It was to be expected 
that the reformist and stalinist left 
would ignore it. However, the SWM 
and Militant also ignored the 
meeting (as did LWR, PD, IRSP, 
Sinn Fein etc.). Although several 
of these groups had members 
elected as delegates to the special 
union conferences, they were not 
even prepared to discuss any co- 
ordination of action by delegates 
at the conferences! 


No new forces were drawn in to 
make a broad campaign possible. 
IWG then directed its call for a 
campaign against SIPTU to the 
delegates at these conferences, 


LEE 


including the “far left” delegates — 


and canvassers who where there. 
IWG members of the two unions 
issued a leaflet to the conferences 
“SIPTU — Not on These Terms” 
which made the case against the 


merger terms and called for an | 


action committee meeting the fol- 
lowing week. Again, the far left 
groups boycotted it and did noth- 


ing. All too easily demoralized by | 


the scale of the contrived vote at 

the FWUI conference, these “revo- 

lutionaries” could not summon up 

the will to attempt a united cam- 

pair to oppose SIPTU inthe postal 
allot. 


Such a campaign begun only in 
mid April would have had little 
success, but that little success 
could have established a first vital 
marker for the unavoidable fight 
that lies ahead to build a rank and 
file movement in opposition to the 
bureaucracy in a massive new or- 
ganisation to which more than 1 in 
3 Irish workers will soon belong. 





Women in SIPTU 


SIPTU guarantees places for three 
women among the 42 members of 
the Natlonal Executive, and one 
woman In each Regional Execu- 
tive. If the national leadership elec- 
tion does not choose three or more 
women, the reserved places will 
be filled by co-option by the male 
Executive! A quota of reserved 
seats for women cab be an Impor- 
tant counter-welght to the power- 
ful blas towards male dominance 
In the trade unions, but It must be 
linked to the Increased organiza- 
tion of women to play a fuller role 
In the union. Amazingly, no formal 
status Is given to the existing 
practice of an annual women's 
consultative conference in the 
unlon. 


Thelengthy statement of “objects” 
of SIPTU makes no mention what- 
ever of the defence of the wages, 
Jobs or conditions of workers. They 
empower the union to own prop- 
erty, publish, ralse funds etc., but 
the economilc struggle Is expressed 
only In an empty shibboleth — “the 
attainment of full economic free- 
dom and for the purpose of estab- 
lishing Industrial and political de- 
mocracy In Ireland”. Rather than 
represent the Interests of labour 
agalnst capital, however, the first 
object of the unlon Is stated as 
“the regulation of the relations 
between employers and employed, 


Such a conference, developed Ina 
democratic relation to the women 
members In general through man- 
datable delegates, ought to be the 
body to elect women to reserved 
positions on the National Execu- 
tive which should not be subject to 
co-option by the male Executive. 
Of course, women members should 
also be fully eligible for election by 
the general membership to the 
NEC. 


The 15th May FWUI conference 
at Malahide heard a series of 
confused protests from delegates 
about the empty tokenlsm of the 
SIPTU provision for co-opting 
women. The new rules, however, 
are entirely consistent with the 


— 


chauvinist traditions of both unlon 
leaderships. In the early ‘80s when | 


the women’s conference of the | 
FWUI wanted to debate “contro | 
versial” Issues of sexuality, abor- | 


tion etc. the male leadership took 
control of thelr agenda, chalred 
thelr meetings and told them what 
they could not debate. After sev- 
eral years’ experience of these 
conferences Attley & Co. lald down 
a set of procedures restricting the 
women’s conference. These were 
imposed on the unlon without the 
right of the annual conference to 
amend them In any way, and 


against the loud protests of al | 


most every woman delegate who 
spoke on the Issue at the 1985 
FWUI conference. 


Industrial Action 


and between workers and work- 
ers”. Without apparently noticing 
It, the bureaucracy here gives an 
exact description of Its own role 
— as a broker between the classes 
and to preside over the divisions 
within the working class. 


As previously In the FWUI, in- 
dustrial action In SIPTU will be 
restricted by at least four Impor- 
tant conditions. If workers go on 
strike without going through se- 
cret-ballot procedures and giving 
due notice, the National Executive 

“shall not subsequently deciare 
such dispute to be official”. Work- 
ers do not lightly go on strike, but 


sometimes their actlon must be 
immediate to be effective. SIPTU’s 
position In such circumstances Is 
to stand by and let their members | 
be Isolated and defeated. This rule | 
must be the first to go In any. 
struggle to transform the union 
into a fighting force. 


Secondly, a secret ballot must 
be held before any action can be 
taken. This finally establishes by 
rule what has become the practice 


>>> 
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V 
over recent years under pressure 
of bourgeols demands. In effect It 
prevents the members, faced with 
possible strike action, from see- 
Ing and understanding how thelr 
various sectlons and activists are 
voting. It Is a step towards Isolat- 

Ing the decision entirely from the 
process of open debate and elec- 
tion of the best fighting leaders. It 
Is a step towards giving deliberate 
welght to the least active mem 

bers. 


Thirdly, the unelected Branch 


Official has total authority over 
the elected strike committee, and 
finally, the Natlonal Executive can 
terminate any strike at Its discre- 
tlon. 


Such powers In the hands of the 
self-interested brokers between 
capital and labour are an Invitation 
to perpetual sabotage of workers’ 
class struggle. They are not new 
to SIPTU, which, however has given 
itself the special mission to per- 
Suade workers that the class 
struggle Is out of date! 


SIPTU: The Unemployed 


SIPTU Includes in Its objects “the 
development of a Social Solidarity 
Service (S.S.S.) for and in aid of 
unemployed, disabled or retired 
members”. Advertizing the union’s 
concern for the unemployed, Unity 
promises “education and training 
| programmes to help people help 
themselves In setting up co-opera- 
tives, literacy skills, business 
skills..." etc. It lists 8 “enter- 
prises” started up by 70 unem 
ployed members of the FWUI with 
union money levied at 10p per 
member per week. Some of this 
money has In fact been used to 
keep workers In Jobs where the 
‘employer claimed Inability to pay 
thelr wages any longer, for ex- 
ample In Trinity College. Not only 
are such schemes no answer to 
the threat of redundancy, they are 
a dangerous diversion from 
struggle to defend our conditions. 


Token schemes for a handful of 
workers are no substitute for or- 
Zanizing all the unemployed. That 

|means funding full-time organiz- 
ers. It means actively recruiting 
Into unemployed sections of the 
unions where they can make thelr 
interests felt and win the action of 
the strong to solidarize with the 
weak In the fight for the shorter 
working week and for public works 
schemes to create jobs for all. 
Despite Ireland having Western 
Europe’s highest unemployment 
rate, SIPTU fails to provide for the 
recrultment or organizing of the 


unemployed. Rule 25 merely pro- 
poses a reduced contribution rate 
for existing members who become 
unemployed. 


SIPTU's “Social Solidarity Serv- 
Ice” is pure tokenism, directed to 
tiny numbers of members, usually 
after the unlon has negotlated 
away their jobs! It “is almed at 
making the new Union more obvi- 
ously a part of local and national 
life” (Unity special, p.11), in other 
words, to enhance the Image of 
the unlon bureaucrats as “con- 
cerned” about social inequality and 
deprivation In much the same way 
as the bourgeoisie organizes char- 
ity. 


A serlous approach to the In- 
portant questions of mutual ald 
would instead create a trade un- 


lon-controlled bank and credit | 


unlons for members’ savings and 
for unlon fighting funds. Such de- 
velopments would enormously 
strengthen an independently or- 
ganized working class — as would 
the creation of a serlous trade 
unlon newspaper and trade-unlon 
broadcasting. 


For all thelr bluster about mod- 
ernisation, Attley, Carroll & Co. 
are too deeply compromised with 
the Irish bourgeoisie to dare to 
address the realities of the work- 
Ing class today with the bold moves 
that are urgently necessary to 
transform the unions Into a fight- 
ing class force.@ 
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Africa. 





Release Mayeksio 


Moses Mayekiso Is still on trial for “treason” In South Africa. He Is 
general secretary of the Metalworkers union and stands openly for a 
socialist solution to the antl-apartheld struggle. Hence his case has 
been cynically played down by the Antl-Apartheld Movement and the 
ANC which openly advocate a purely bourgeols<iemocratic South 


When Khola Mayeklso, herself a unlon leader toured Ireland and 
Britain in April, the Irish left, tragically, falled to organize any public 
meeting to rally. support for Moses. The Mayekliso campalgn of a year 
ago was liquidated by the SWM for thelr own sectarian considerations. 
And during Khola’s visit Militant organized a picket on BTR/Dunlop 


which she attended, but they did not contact other left groups or 


organize any open meeting. 


Despite such sectarian obstacles, the solidarity fight must be taken 
up in the unions to demand Mayekliso’s unconditional release and to 
campaign for workers’ sanctions against all trade with South Africa 

















Crisis in the semi-colontes 


JORDAN 


| THE RIOTS which spread across 
| Jordan in April against the govern- 
| ment’s announced price Increases 
of between 15 % and 50% in a 
whole range of food stuffs and vital 
services, starkly polnt once more 
to the growing desperation of the 
masses In the world seml-colo- 
nles. The price rises In Jordan were 
_ the result of measures Imposed 
upon the Jordanian ruling class by 
the International Monetary Fund 


(IMF) In order that Jordan quallfy 
for a loan of $275 million . The IMF 


is the key International economic 
policy Instrument through which 
the major western Imperialist 
powers ensure thelr continued eco- 
nomic and financial domination of 
the ‘Third World’. But its policy of 
blood-sucking loans does not mean 
for a second that the economic 
and social consequences are borne 
by the rullng classes of the sem 
colonles. 


On the contrary, thelr role as 
part of the world capitalist ‘club’ Is 
to ensure that the working masses 


VENEZUELA 


VENEZUELA HAS long been 
the most prosperous state in 
Latin America and what the 
United States’ media calls a 
| “shop window of Democracy”. 


On 26 February, that win- 
dow display was demolished 
by the stones, sticks and even 
the bare hands of the impov- 
| erished masses from the 

“ranchos” (shanty towns), 
disillusionedand furious with 
Perez. Only months before, he 
had swindled them into vot- 
| ing for him on the promise 

that he would stand up to the 
| IMF. 


| Perez entered office with 
| invitations to Fidel Castro, 
Daniel Ortega and the US 
Vice-President to attend his 
inauguration. He offered to 
play a mediating role in the 
civil war in E] Salvador. Yet 
within months, the IMF had 
| persuaded him to launch an 
| austerity package which 
meant a 90% increase in pet- 
rol prices and transport costs. 
The masses of the shanty 
towns descended by their 
hundreds of thousands into 
the glittering comsumer para- 
dise of central Caracas to 
demonstrate against this 
savage attack on the poor. 





They were met by police and 
| military repression and days 
of struggle ensued. The un- 
armed masses were gunned 
down in their hundreds by the 
hirelings of the IMF and the 
| Western banks. The massacre 
brings home the utter subor- 
dination of Latin America’s 
governments to the imperial- 
ist banks. 


The masses’ rage gave them 
enormous courage but alas 
they had no revolutionary 
leadership. The reason for this 
lies in the history of Vene- 
zuela. 


Growth 


| Between 1921 and 1930 

Venezuela experiencedarapid 
and deep economic penetra- 
tion by foreign capital, in 
particular from North Amer- 
ica. Oil production expanded 
from 69,000 tons in 1920 to 20 
million tons in 1930. This 
decade saw economic devel- 
opment, based on oil, change 
the features of Venezuelan so- 
ciety. There was a massive 
growth of the proletariat and 
the emergence of a modern 
urban middle class. 


In exilein the United States 
in 1924, the Union Revolu- 
cionaria Venezolana was 
founded. In 1928, one of its 
founders,Ricardo Martinez, 
attended the fourth congress 
of the Red International of 


Labour Unions in Moscow. 
The URV gave way to the 
Partido Communista de Vene- 
zuela(PCY), but the party was 
Stalinist from birth, deeply 
influenced by the Soviet bu- 
reaucracy. 


It followed all the latter’s 
twists and turns from the 
ultra-leftism of the Third 
Period to Popular Frontism in 
the 1930s and 1940s. It tried 
to annihilate any left opposi- 
tion to Stalinism in the work- 
ers’ movement, viciously de- 
nouncing it as “Trotskyism”. 


Like other Stalinist parties 
during the war, it slavishly 
supported the governments 
loyal to US Imperialism 
(Gomez and Medina). Even 
when the war ended, in the 
name of continuing the Na- 
tional Anti-Fascist Front they 
clung to General Medina An- 
garita’s regime. 

The PCV paid dearly for its 
servility and was completely 
discredited when the govern- 
ment fell to a coup d'etat in 
October 1945. This coup was 
ledby young army officers and 
Accion Democratica (AD), a 
bourgeois nationalist party of 
which Carlos Andres Perez is 
the present leader. 


Growth of reformism 


The 1945-48 civilian-mili- 
tary regime of the party's 
founder Romulo Betancourt 
conceded serious economic 
and social reforms to the la- 
bour movement at the same 
time as splitting off the more 
radical left elements and cre- 
ating a docile reformist trade 
unionism. Accion  De- 
mocratica, flush with oil reve- 
nues from renegotiated agree- 
ments with the USAcreateda 
trade union bureaucracy that 
kept the labour movement 
subordinate to this bourgeois 
national party. 


The repeated betrayals of 
the Venezuelan Stalinists are 
the real reasons why the 
masses found themselves 
without a leadership when 
they collided headlong with 
the party which they had long 
thought was their own. These 
betrayals have not all been of 
aright opportunist character. 
The party has occasionally 
indulged in adventurist zig- 
zags. 


Thusin 1962, together with 
the MIR (Movimiento 
Izquierda Revolucionaria— 
Movement of the Revolution- 
ary Left) they launched a three 
year guerrilla campaign. This 
only further weakened the 
labour movement, tying it yet 
closer to Accion Democratica. 


and peasants continue to pay the 
price and tribute demanded both 
by world imperialism and the maln- 
tenance of thelr own class privi- 
lege and rule. Jordan, already In 
debt to world Imperialism to the 
tune of $6 billlon has recently 
suffered the collapse of Its oll 
revenues and secondly, the end- 
Ing of its subventions from Saudi 
Arabla. The latter, In fact, had 
been deliberately almed at ensur- 
ing soclal peace between the 
impoverished masses of Jordan and 
the corrupt oligarchy of rulers under 
the odious Hussein as part of the 





A Woman injured by police tear 


These foquista (guerrillaist) 
years of the PCV produced a 
split in its ranks. The MAS 
(Movement Towards Social- 
ism) was born, initially call- 
ingitself Marxist-Leninist but 
later accommodating to a 
“historic bloc” with the urban 
middle classes and christian 
sectors. 

The MIR, the PCY’s guer- 
rilla partner, has ended its 
evolution as a reformist or- 
ganisation with pronounced 
social democraticinclinations. 


The enormous economic 
strength which oil production 
gave Venezuela, combined 
with the disastrous policies of 
the PCV, enabled it to sustain 
an almost entirely bourgeois 
political line on a formally 
“democratic” basis. Bourgeois 
parties (COPEI and AD) al- 
ternated in power and the Ac- 
cion Democratica domesti- 
cated and incorporated the 
unions throughout the long 
Venezuelan boom. 


New uprising 


The boom has ended and 
the country has suffered a 
sharp decline as aresult of the 
fall in oil prices. Over the last 
five years it has been paying 
out 50% of its oil revenue to 
service its debt (32 billion 
dollars). 


In the last year, debt serv- 
ice charges took 70% of the 
country’s oil revenue. During 
the boom years the Venezue- 
lan bourgeoisie failed to 
significantly develop the coun- 
try’s industrial base. 


They demonstrated their 
parasitic nature by investing 
in property, financial specu- 
lation, commerce, transport 
and construction instead. 


The uprising expresses the 
masses’ deep disillusionment 
with the AD and their hatred 


gas 


Saudi Inspired common front of 
Arab states agalnst Israel. 


The denar has slumped by 35% 
in a few months. Per capita In- 
come has fallen from $2,000 In 
the mid ‘80’s to $1,200 today. The 
poor, the peasants and the worker 
In the south have been the worst 
victims, even more than the Pales- 
tinlan refugees who make up 60% 
of the Jordanian population. Sig- 
nificantly, the power of the Jorda- 
nian ruling class has rested on this 
Indigenous mass base for Its sup- 
port now all that looks Ilike 
changing.@ 





of imperialist domination. The 
economic, social and political 
conditions are present today 
for the Venezuelan proletar- 
iat to break from the AD’s tu- 
telage. But they will not be 
able to doso without shedding 
at the same time the rotten 
legacy of Stalinism. 


Action Programme 


An action programme is 


needed to rally the forces of | 


class independence, of revolu- 
tionary struggle against the 
IMF and its loyal servant— 
the Venezuelan bourgeoisie. 
It should start by demanding 
that the foreign and domestic 
capitalists pay the cost of their 
crisis. The external debt 
should be repudiated and the 
austerity programme revoked. 


Instead a programme to 
devote all of the country’s 
resources into a programme 
of public works, to put the 
unemployed to work, is 


needed. A sliding scale of 


wages must protect the work- 
ing class against inflation. The 
nationalisation of imperialist 
and “national” capitalist prop- 
erty is necessary to carry out 
these measures. 


Needless to say, neither 


bourgeois nationalist parties | 


nor Stalinist reformist par- 
ties can mobilise the workers 
to fight for this programme. 
For this the Venezuelan pro- 
letariat, leading the urban and 
rural poor needs arevolution- 
ary workers’ party built on 


genuine Leninist and 
Trotskyist foundations. 
Now it is vital to break the 


trade union federation, the 


CTV, with over a million and 
a half members, from the AD, 
oust the corrupt bureaucrats 
and regain the unions for the 
rank and file. 


Southern Africa: 
Peace on 
whose terms? 


“LONG LIVE Comrade Thatcher” said one banner 
in Zimbabwe during Thatcher’s recent African 
tour. It was a sickening sight. But it confirms that 
her strategy for southern Africa—a peaceful tran- 
| sition to limited independence in Namibia and ne- 
| gotiated reforms in South Africa—involves enlist- 
ing the support of the black leaders of the “front 


line states”. 


Though Mugabe of Zim- 
babwe and Chissano of 
Mozambique differed in their 
degrees of enthusiasm for her 
project, both have indicated 

| that they believe she is on the 

right course. Both see in this 

imperialist ruler a politician 

who can at least make the 

apartheid state listen to pro- 
posals for change. 


The bosses of the major 
| imperialist powers know that 
the relative peace of the last 
two years in South Africa has 
been achieved only by the 
apartheid state’s massive use 
of brutal repression. The at- 
tempts by the Nationalist 
|Party regime to create an 
incorporated black middle 
| class keeprunning up against 
| the contradictions of apart- 
heid itself. The black trade 
unions are still growing, and 
although union bureaucracies 
are growing too, they are 
nowhere near established and 
rooted enough to guarantee 
class peace. 


The western imperialists, 
together with their allies 
amongst South African “pro- 
gressive” business interests, 
want tomake the country safe 

for capitalism. This means a 
gradual process of reform: 
gradual enough to allow the 
Nationalists time to convince 
a significant section of their 
white working class base that 
change is inevitable—but fast 
enough to convince substan- 
tial sections of the black oppo- 
sition that they toocan satisfy 
their supporters that real 
change is on the way. 


The rewards of success 
would be enormous—the con- 
tinued exploitation of the huge 
natural resources and the 
labour of South Africa, to- 

| gether with the further open- 
ing up of the mineral wealth 
of Angola and Namibia. The 
price of failure will be equally 
dramatic—the spectre ofrevo- 
lution looms largein the night- 
mares of South African bosses 
' and western investors. 


Thatcher and her US back- 
ers are hoping that the lead- 
ership shifts inside the Na- 
tionalist Party will bring ina 
group seeking a faster pace of 
change. There is no guaran- 
tee that this will happen, but 
US imperialism and its allies 
are already buoyed by the 
apparent success of the Na- 
mibia/Angola settlement. 


This involves the removal 
of Cuban troops, the 
confirmation of Angola’s pres- 
ence within the fold of imperi- 
alism, and an end to the long 
war of liberation in Namibia. 
South African imperialism is 
proving relatively willing to 
reconcile itself to the settle- 
| ment. The terms of the deal 
leave Pretoria with an eco- 
nomic and strategic strangle- 
hold on the country through 
_ its control of the deep sea port 











at Walvis Bay, and a continu- 
ing influence on the security 
forces inside Namibia. At the 
same time, the African Na- 
tional Congress (ANC) is los- 
ing its bases inside Angola. 


However, if the struggle in 
Namibia looks like getting out 
of hand, there isno doubt that 
the South African armed 
forces will pour in—notwith- 
standing the UN peacekeep- 


ing force—and dotheirutmost | 


tosmash SWAPO. This much 
was clear when, after a major 
border clash between SWAPO 
and South Africa which left 
142 dead, Pik Botha threat- 
ened military action “until 


SWAPO comes to its senses”. 


Kremlin treachery 


Thatcher and the western 
imperialists have been given 
this “window of opportunity” 
by the conscious intervention 
of the Soviet Union. Gor- 
bachev’s diplomats and aca- 
demics have been busy per- 
suading Moscow’s clients that 
they must subordinate their 
own struggle in the interests 
of global harmony“First the 
Angolan leadership was told 
that the USSR wouldnolonger 
underwrite the costs of the 
Cuban presence. SWAPO was 
encouraged to come to the 
negotiating table. And over 
the last year the ANC leader- 
ship has been under increas- 
ing pressure to modify its 
stance on the armed struggle 
and the prospects for a deal 
inside South Africa, that is, a 
negotiated settlement that 
would leave power in capital- 
ist hands. 

The Soviet Union and the 
major imperialist powers 
would like to settle the fate of 
the South African masses over 
their heads. The danger is, 
that despite some critical 


noises about the “new course” | 


from inside the ANC leader- 
ship, the fundamentals of the 
ANC’s existing poltical pro- 
gramme open the road to re- 
treat. The ANC’s “Freedom 
Charter” is a programme for a 
capitalist South Africa, purged 
of apartheid laws. The 
influential South African 


Communist Party has always | 


made clear that it sees the 
achievement of national lib- 
eration and democracy as the 
immediate task. Fighting for 
socialism is postponed to a 
later date. 


At present the ANC is 


making the release of its lead- 


ers, especially Mandela, and 
the legalisation of its activi- 
ties, preconditions for talks 
and an end to the armed 
struggle. It is not clear yet 
whether the Nationalist Party 
can deliver such substantial 
changes, or whether Moscow 
will have to exert further 
influence on the ANC. 


Political reforms—even the 


extension of the franchise and 
the removal of more apart- 
heid restrictions—will not 
solve the problems of oppres- 
sion and exploitation of the 
South African black working 
class. Land hunger will feed 
the pressure on the cities. The 
squeeze on profits will mean 
the bosses continuing to keep 
wages down and using the 
laws and forces of the state to 
enforce their class rule. Mean- 
while, the South African work- 
ing class would be disarmed 
both literally and politically. 


Democratic rights and other 
gains won in struggle can only 
be made permanent if the 
capitalist class and its state 
are overthrown. But both 
Thatcher and Gorbachev are 
determined to prevent that 
outcome. Workers revolution 
in South Africa will act asa 
beacon to workers everywhere 
and in doing so will shake 
both Thatcher’s class, and 
Gorbachev's bureaucracy, to 
their foundation & 


"No way out 


of capitalism" 
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PCI: From Stalinism to 
Social Democracy 


As the pro-Moscow Workers Party in Ireland rushes to 
assure the bourgeoisie that it is no longer “opposed to the 
market” and to put themselves in the “vanguard of social de- 
mocracy”, their co-thinkers in Italy, the Italian Communist 


formist politics. 


- Achille Ochetto, the leader of the 


Italian Communist Party (PCI) 
elected in June last year, outlined 
the party's “new course” in his 


keynote speech to the party con- 


gress. 


_ This course aims to integrate 
the PCI into European social 
democracy by removing the last 


| traces of the programme which 


links it to Stalinism and the Soviet 


| Union. (Itslinks with Leninism were 
- severed long ago.) 


Ochettois openly pressing to be 
allowed to join the Socialist Inter- 
national. More immediately the 
party has set its sights on joining 
the social democractic group of 
deputies in Strasburg after the Eu- 
ropean elections in June. 

Ochetto is not afraid of dispos- 
ing of old shibboleths in the “post- 
communist’ PCI. Having been told 
by the German SPD and other 
Socialist International leaders that 
the name “communist” might be 
an obstacle, he and the other PCI 
leaders have decided to be rid of it. 
After all what's in a name? 


Of course this was not done 
before the congress (why worry 
the members?), butall those in the 
know believe they will be mem- 
bers of an “Italian Labour Party” 
within a year. Hammers and sick- 
les on the Party flags were be- 
lieved to be another “embarrass- 


ment” that will soon be dropped. 


These important symbolic 


Changes reflected a deep and 


thoroughgoing transformation of 
the Party that has been underway 
since the early 1980's. 


First there was the failure of the 


| Euro-communist project. Then the 


principal lesson the PCI drew from 
the overthrow of Allende in 1973 
was that he and the Chilean 


| Communists had failed to draw 


into their popular front the major 
section of the bourgeoisie repre- 
sented by the Christian Democ- 
racy. 


|Party are about to carry through the full logic of the same re- 


Therefore in Italy the PCI 
launched its quest for an “historic 
compromise”, for a coalition gov- 
ernment between itself and the 
Italian Christian Democracy. 


Despite the PCI’s attempts to 
prove itself to the bosses as a 
reliable governmental partner, its 
support for NATO and constant 
attacks on the “Soviet Model”, the 
Italian ruling class refused to ac- 
cept the offer. Between 1976 and 
1979 the PCI, in return for a few 
chairs of parliamentary commit- 
tees, kept Andreotti’s Christian 
Democratic government in power 
while it attacked the workers 
through austerity measures. The 
result was a decline in the Party’s 
working class base and especially 
inits supportamongst Italian youth. 


Trouble 


By the mid-1980’s the party was 
in serious trouble. Its vote fell from 
a high of 345% in 1976 to 26:6% 
in the 1987 elections. Meanwhile 
its rival on the reformist left,the 
ltalian Socialist party, continued 
its electoral growth. 


The conclusion that the party 
leadership drew from this decline 
was not that its right wing politics 
were losing it support, but that it 
needed to make a definitive break 
with its communist and Stalinist 
past in order to be accepted by the 
Italian and European bosses (and 
of course by the Americans) as a 
suitable partner in government. 


The debate before the previous 
congress in 1986 revealed the 
growing strength of this viewwithin 
the party. Lucian Lamais the leader 
of the main Italian trade union 
organisation, the CGIL, which is 
dominated by the PCI. 


He said in an interview in 1986 
that the PCI should henceforth 
orient itself to a struggle to im- 
prove the present system and drop 
any “abstract conceptual exercises 
about a ‘fuoriuscita’ [way out] of 


capitalism”. He ended by declar- 
ing that “most Italian communists, 
if they were in Germany, would be 
in the SPD”. It is this right wing 
which now represents a majority 
following the recent Congress. 


On the economy Ochetto has 
made a name for himself by being 
an outspoken supporter of the 
market mechanism. His two and a 
half hour speech to this year’s 
Congress referred to it as the 
necessary “measure of efficiency 
in the whole economy”. This is a 
theme he has made his and his 
Party's Own. 


In 1985 he declared it was nec- 
cessary ‘fo surmount the false 
alternative between statism and 
neo-liberalism”. It is little wonder 
that “comrade” Ochetto has de- 
clared that the PCI identifies more 
closely with the (bourgeois) prin- 
ciples of the French Revolution 
than with most of the October 
Revolution in Russia. 


These moves have not gone 
unopposed. Pietro Ingrao and 
more openly Amando Cossutta 
represent a “Stalinist” opposition 
in the sense that they oppose the 
complete liquidation of the party 
into social democracy, and in par- 
ticular the criticisms of the Soviet 
Union. 

Cossutta was removed from the 
leadership at the 27th Congress 
but remained on the Central 
Committee. He probably carries 
the support of 10% of the Party 
and has a stronger base in the 
apparatus. 


But in no sense do these lead- 
ersrepresent any “left” critique from 
the point of view of revolutionary 
communism. Both refer back to 
the tradition of Togliatti, the leader 
after the war who laid down many 
of the foundations of the current 
PCI’s politics, and even to Berlin- 
guer, architect of the “historic 
compromise”. Cossutta was proud 
to declare in L'Unita before the last 
Congress his agreement with the 
“gradualist line which marks the 
history of the party”. 


The opposition were not helped 
at the March Congress by an 
especially friendly greeting from 
Gorbachev who virtually endorsed 
the “new course” by drawing a 





positive parallel between the PCI's 
search for “new solutions and the 
new problems of our time” and the 
CPSU's Perestroika. 


Cheering 


It is little surprise that hardly 
before the social democratic ink 
was dry onthe PC| Congressreso- 
lutions Martin Jacques, one time 
guru of the British Eurocommu-. 
nists, was cheering the death of 
Euro-communism in his regular 
column in the scab Murdoch paper 
the Sunday Times. 


“The International Communist 
movement is dead”, crows the 
editor of Marxism Today: 

‘Gorbachev envisages arelation- 
ship between a range of political 
forces and traditions. His visionis 
pluralistic . Gorbachev, 
like Euro-Communism, further 
erases the distinctive character 
of communist parties and serves 
to emphasise the discontinuity in 
the Communist tradition”. 

For Jaques Euro-Communism 
was only a staging-post on the 
road to social democracy and to a 
lasting alliance with the bosses’ 
parties. 


Indeed the Stalinistmovement's 
international organisation (the 
Comintern) is long dead, killed by 
Stalin's concept of socialism in one 
country. 

In 1928, Trotsky pointed out 
that if you believed socialism could 
be realised within the national 


boundaries of backward Russia 


then so it could be in every other 
individual country. “It will be the 
beginning of the disintegration of 


— 


the Comintern along the lines of | 


Social Patriotism’. 


Long ago the parties of the 


Stalinist Comintem travelled this 
road effering support for their own 


bosses in times of war and peace. | 


There always remained the possi- | 


bility however, given these parties’ 
links with the degenerated work- 
ers state in the USSR, that they 
could be forced—often for their 
own self-preservation—to expro- 


priate the capitalists and repro- | 


duce a new degenerate workers’ 
state, as in China, Vietnam etc. 


The PClis the first Stalinist party 


asa whole toconsciously setabout | 


removing this fear for the bour- 


geoisie in order to gain govern- 
mental power. If it overcomes the — 


internal opposition and completes 
its transformation it will no doubt 
sane the model for many more. 
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Nicaragua: only workers power Can Fejiaere 


Resist US I 


The insurrection of 19 July, 
1979 which finally overthrew 
the Somoza regime in Nica- 
ragua was of enormous im- 
portance worldwide. It was 
the most  thorough-going 
democratic revolution in 
Latin America since the July 
26th movement of Fidel Cas- 
tro destroyed the Batista re- 
gime in Cuba in 1959. And 
just as Cuba became a beacon 
of resistance to US backed 
dictatorships and tyranny, so 
too did Nicaragua. For that 
reason US imperialism for 
ten years has pledged itself to 
overthrow the FSLN led gov- 
ernmentin Nicaragua. 


In that fight for survival 
with US and world imperial- 
ism the Irish Workers Group 


stand unconditionallyin sup- | 


port of the FSLN govern- 
ment, and salute the undying 
courage and heroism of the 
Nicaraguan masses and free- 
dom fighters who not only 
overthrew Somoza but for the 
last ten years have success- 
fully resisted and finally de- 
feated the murder gangs of 
the US backed Contras. 


The building of a mass soli- 
darity movement in Ireland, 
as elsewhere, has been and 
remains a vital task for Irish 
socialists because while the 
USA has suffered a major set- 
back with the defeat of the 
Contras, it continues to plot 
the downfall of the FSLN re- 


capitalist class and _ the 
middle classes were being 
more and more alienated 
from Somoza. Such a multi- 
class alliance against So- 
moza was not wrong in itself. 
Genuine revolutionaries 
against capitalism would 
have struggle to create a 
united front with all other 
sections, even if led by bour- 
geois forces, provided they 
were genuinely involved in 
struggle against imperialism 
and Somoza. 


But an absolute pre-condi- 
tion of such unity in action 
would be for communists to 
make absolutely clear their 


a 


ee 


gime. The visit to Ireland of = 


the Sandinista leader, Daniel 
Ortega, should be the occa- 
sion for such an initiative for 
the Irish left. It should also 
provide an opportunity for 
serious debate and analysis 
about the nature of the Nica- 
raguan revolution and the 


FSLN regime. 


There are those in Ireland, 
particularly within the re- 
publican movement, who 
hold that the Nicaraguan 
revolution and Nicaraguan 
society represent the kind of 
socialism that they them- 
selves aspire to. But while 
the Nicaraguan revolution 
did indeed weaken the grip of 
US imperialism on Nicara- 
gua, it did not get rid of capi- 
talism and it did not estab- 
lish a socialist society under 
the control of the workers 
and peasants. In that fact, we 
believe, lies many of the prob- 
lems and weaknesses that 
cripple Nicaraguan society in 
the face of the enemy, USim- 
perialism. 


The Sandinistas adopted 
the strategy of a broad multi- 
class alliance in the mid- 
1970s to bring down Somoza. 
This was increasingly pos- 
sible as wider sections of the 


own objectives in struggle, 
fighting to strengthen the 
workers’ and poor peasant 
organizations. This meant 
never confusing their banner 
with that of the bourgeoisie 
but “striking together” 
through §§ demonstrations, 
general strikes and armed 
action against the National 
Guard. Above all, there could 
be no common position with 
the bourgeoisie with regard 
to what kind of government 
should have replaced So- 
moza. 


The Sandinistas in mid 
1978 summed up their 
flawed, stage-ist, perspective 
for the struggle for “social- 
ism”: 

“The armed insurrection of 
the masses is a means to 
achieve the revolutionary 
overthrow of the Somoza 
dynasty and open up a proc- 
ess of popular democracy, 
which will allow our people 
to enjoy democratic liberties, 
a more favourable frame- 
workin which toaccumulate 
the revolutionary energies 
required for the march to- 
wards full national libera- 
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tion and socialism.” 


They were unanimous that 
the period of “popular democ- 
racy’ would involve the re- 
construction of a mixed econ- 
omy, that is, a capitalist 
Nicaragua. None of them be- 
lieved that the outcome of the 
struggle would mean the 
overthrow of bourgeois rule 
and the establishment of a 
workers’ state. It was this 
agreed perspective which in 
fact allowed them to form a 
government of National Re- 
construction with bourgeois 
representatives after the fall 
of Somoza. 


By June 1979 a Governing 
Junta of National Recon- 
struction (Junta) was formed 
in exile. It was a popular 
front made up of representa- 
tives of the FSLN (Ortega) 
and the Nicaraguan bour- 
geoisie, including the indus- 
trialist Alphonso Robelo, and 
Violeta de Chamorro, widow 
of the right wing owner of La 
Prensa, murdered by So- 
moza. An eighteen person 
Cabinet was named, com- 
posed predominantly of bour- 
geois figures belonging to the 
industrialists and the bank- 
ing world of Nicaragua. The 
Minister of Defence was an 
ex-colonel of the National 
Guard, who deserted only in 
1978. The new Governing 
Junta was endorsed by the 
FAO, a broad opposition 
front of the bourgeoisie 
formed in the last months of 
the Somoza regime, and the 
Superior Council of Private 
Enterprise, the largest em- 
ployers grouping. 


The Constituent Assembly 
which had been part of the 
FSLN’s programme disap- 
peared in favour of a thirty- 












perialis 


three person Council of State 
which was to represent “all 
political, economic and social 
forces who had contributed to 
the overthrow of the Somoza 
dictatorship”. The plans for 
the Council gave bourgeois 
organizations a clear major- 
ity; the programme guaran- 
tied the rights of private 
property apart from those be- 
longing to Somoza which 
were nationalized. 


Communists, even while 
supporting democratic slo- 
gans such as that of a Con- 
stituent Assembly _ etc., 
would instead have made ita 
focus for winning the work- 





ers and peasants to the goal 
of an anti-capitalist govern- 
ment based on their classes 
alone with no capitalist ele- 
ments. 


The perspectives of the 
FSLN had nothing in com- 
mon with this method. They 
pursued the policy of the 
‘popular front’, tying the 
working class and urban poor 
and peasantry to the inter- 
ests of the bourgeoisie! In 
guaranteeing private prop- 
erty rights in post-Somoza 
Nicaragua, in assuring the 
bourgeoisie that they had no 
intention of expropriating 
them after the revolution, the 
FSLN was reserving a place 
in government for the sabo- 
teurs of even the limited 
gains of 1979. 


Class nature of the 
Sandinista state 


The new governing Junta, 
assumed power in a very dif- 
ferent situation than first 
envisaged. The repressive 
apparatus of the bourgeois 
state, the National Guard, 





police etc. had been com- 
pletely smashed. The only 
armed force in the state was 
the Sandinista guerilla 
“army” and the popular mili- 
tias of mostly armed workers, 
students and the urban poor, 
very loosely under 
Sandinista leadership. Also 
in existence were Civil De- 
fence committees encour- 
aged and set up by the 
Sandinistas. During the city 
insurrections, they took on 
the form of proto-soviets or- 
ganizing armed actions and 
administration of the cities 
once the Guard had been de- 
feated. 


Thus, a situation of dual 
power existed in Nicaragua. 
On the one side stood the 
movement of workers, peas- 
ants and poor, eager to throw 
off years of exploitation and 
oppression. On the other side 
stood the bourgeoisie, backed 
by imperialism but deprived 
of its crucial weapon, its di- 
rect control of the oppressive 
apparatus of the bourgeois 
state, the army and police. 
The government of National 
Reconstruction was similar 
in form, therefore, to the Pro- 
visional government in Rus- 
sia that emerged out of the 
revolutionary crisis in 1917. 
It was a government made up 
of parties of “petit bourgeois 
democracy” in alliance with 
the bourgeoisie. In fact, it 
bore striking similarities to 
the government that 
emerged from the overthrow 
of Batista in 1959. Certainly, 
it was no normal bourgeois 
government. Everything 
pointed to the deep and (to 
the bourgeoisie frightening) 
duality of powerin the state. 

In these circumstances, it 
is not surprising that the Na- 
tional Directorate of the 
FSLN, “the nine comandan- 
tes” of the revolution took on 
a “left Bonapartist” role, com- 
mitted to preserving private 
property under an alliance 
with the bourgeoisie on the 
one side, but dependent on 
the support of the masses of 
workers and peasants on the 
other. In their attempt to 
gain Nicaragua a degree of 
independence from US impe- 
rialism and its most open 
bourgeois agents in Nicara- 
gua, the Sandinista govern- 
ment gained “a certain inde- 
pendence” from all contend- 
ing classes. Such regimes are 
not new or strange. Through- 
out Latin America, time and 
again, Bonapartist regimes 
of left or right have been the 
norm for containing or 
smashing the struggles of the 
masses. 





Of course, the Sandinista 
regime plays not aright wing 
Bonapartist role but a leftist 
one similar to the Cardenas 
regime that existedin Mexico 
inthe 30’s. Itrests and draws 
its strength from the radical- 
ized petit bourgeois sectors, 
the urban poor and, to an in- 
creasing extent in the 1980's, 
on the middle layer of peas- 
ant farmers. But despite its 
relative independence from 
the contending classes 
throughout its ten year rule 
there has never been a single 
doubt that it defended capi- 
talist property as the basis of 
society. As one of its leaders, 
Tomas Borge, put it in a re- 
centinterview: 

“In Nicaragua, by contrast, 
the bourgeoisie is now a so- 
cial sector of secondary im- 
portance but it is not elimi- 
nated, nor do we plan to 
eliminate it; quite the con- 
trary, we have made sub- 
stantial efforts to keep it in 
existence as an economic 
force.” 


The Sandinistas empha- 
size that the bourgeoisie will 
be allowed to dominate the 
economy, as long as the 
FSLN are left “in control of “ 
the state. This is the heart of 
the FSLN’s utopian project of 
a “popular democracy” where 
the workers and peasants’ 
representatives supposedly 
rule a democratic stage on 
the road to a distant socialist 
Nicaragua. 


The history of the last ten 
years shows that this pact 
with Nicaraguan capitalism 
can only further undermine 
the economy and the gains of 
the masses and sabotage the 
resistance against US impe- 
rialism. Nothing less than 
the elimination of capitalism 
and the creation of a planned 
economy under workers’ con- 
trol can now rescue the gains 
of 1979 and open the road to 
genuine development. Sucha 
revolutionary perspective 
must, however, reach out ur- 
gently to link with and aid 
the struggles in Salvador, 
Guatemala as part of an 
international revolutionary 
movement. There is no other 
way out of semi-colonial 
backwardness. 


¢ Unconditional support and 
aid to Nicaragua against 
US Imperialism! 


e For the overthrow of capi- 
talism and for workers’ 
power in Nicaragua, sup- 
ported by the poor peas- 
antry. 


e For the Socialist Federa- 
tion of Central America! 


